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INTRODUCTION 

The  Department  of  Natural   Resources  and  Conservation's  (Department) 
Draft  Environmental   Impact  Statement  ( E I S )  regarding  the  application 
for  the  Col s tri p-Broadv i ew  230  KV  double  circuit  transmission  line 
was  released  for  public  review  and  comment  on  July  12,  1974.  This 
draft  statement  contained  an  inventory  of  the  existing  natural  and 
cultural   environment  of  the  Col str i p- Broadv i ew  area,  a  description 
of  the  proposed  facility,  and  an  assessment  of  the  probable  impacts 
of  the  proposed  facility  upon  the  environment.     The  applicants' 
preferred  route,  several  alternatives  (of  the  applicants),  and  a 
preliminary  Department  route  were  studied.     Subsequent  public  opinion 
and  comment  upon  this  draft  EIS  was  one  of  the  important  inputs  in 
determining  the  final  recommendation  and  route  presented  here. 

Publ i  c  Comment 

The  Department  was  made  aware  of  public  opinion  concerning  this 
draft  EIS  through  a  series  of  public  hearings  held  in  towns  which 
would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  facility,  and  through  written 
comments  sent  to  the  Department  by  the  public. 

The  first  set  of  meetings  took  place  immediately  after  publi- 
cation of  the  draft  EIS.     These  meetings,  held  on  July  15,  16  and 
17  in  Broadview,  Custer  and  Hardin,  respectively,  were  designed  to 
inform  interested  persons  on  the  contents  of  the  draft  EIS. 

The  second  set  of  meetings  was  scheduled  near  the  end  of  the 
45-day  public  comment  period.     These  meetings,  held  on  August  19, 
20,  21  and  22  in  Broadview,  Custer,  Hardin  and  Billings,  respectively, 
were  designed  to  solicit  public  comment  on  the  draft  EIS  and  the 
corridor  alternatives. 
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A  total  of  316  persons  participated  in  the  seven  meetings. 
Since  the  release  of  the  draft  EIS,  25  letters  from  the  public  con- 
taining more  than  100  signatures  were  received  by  the  Department. 

The  major  concern  revealed  through  these  public  meetings  and 
letters  can  be  categorized  into  two  groups,  those  who  feel  that  the 
decision  on  this  application  should  be  delayed  until  a  decision  has 
been  made  regarding  the  application  of  Colstrip  Units  3  and  4,  and 
those  who  express  disfavor  with  routes  F  &  B  passing  by  the  east 
side  of  Bi 1 1 i ngs . 

Reasons  expressed  by  the  public  requesting  a  delayed  decision 
can  be  stated  as  follows: 

The  proposed  double  circuit  230  KV  line  would  be  converted  to 
a  500  KV  line  later  if  Colstrip  Units  3  and  4  are  approved.  The 
general   feeling  is  that  the  approval  of  the  proposed  230  KV  lines 
will  have  the  effect  of  a  partial  commitment  to  approve  Colstrip 
Units  3  and  4  (although  the  Department  clearly  stated  during  the 
meetings  that  this  would  never  be  the  case).     Also,  the  proposed 
230  KV  lines  are  so  intimately  tied  with  the  proposed  Units  3  and 
4  project,  that  a  future  decision  on  Units  3  and  4  will  affect  the 
design  character  and  construction  methods  of  the  proposed  230  KV 
lines  (although  the  applicants  stated  that  whether  Colstrip  Units 
3  and  4  are  approved  or  not,  the  proposed  230  KV  lines  would  use 
similar  steel  towers  and  construction  methods).     It  was  pointed  out 
by  many  members  of  the  public  that  if  Units  3  and  4  are  denied,  the 
"unnecessary"  but  mo^e  expensive*  steel  towers  would  eventually  be 


The  cost  difference  between  two  wooden  pole  lines  and  a  steel  tower 
line  for  a  distance  of  110  miles  is  about  eleven  million  dollars. 
This  is  based  on  an  average  $40,000  per  mile  for  wooden  poles  and 
an  average  $180,000  per  mile  for  steel   towers  with  mixed  self- 
support  towers  and  guyed-wire  towers. 


reflected  in  the  applicants'  rate  structure.     Also,  many  landowners 
asked  for  more  information  regarding  the  effect  of  500  KV  lines. 

Reasons  for  disfavor  at  routing  the  lines  close  to  the  Billings 
area  are  as  follows: 

Area  residents  felt  that  a  route  passing  north  and  east  of 
Billings,  an  area  with  comparatively  substantial  residential  property 
at  present  and  with  anticipated  residential  growth,  would  effect 
more  people,  including  potential  subdividers.     Concern  was  also 
expressed  about  the  impact  on  property  values. 

Based  on  the  two  groups  of  public  opinion  described  above  and 
the  study  conducted  by  the  Department,  the  following  discussion  is 
divided  into  two  sections:     Section  One,  Applicants'  Request  for 
Waiver  and  Section  Two,  Route  Selection. 


SECTION  ONE.     APPLICANTS'    REQUEST  FOR  WAIVER 


I     Historic  Background  of  Applications  for  Waiver 

After  filing  an  application  with  the  Department,  the  applicants 
requested  an  expedited  time  schedule  on  the  Colstrip  to  Broadview 
230  KV  transmission  line  project  by  applying  for  a  waiver  of  the 
time  limit  of  Section  70-806  of  the  Utility  Siting  Act  (requiring 
that  application  for  certification  of  the  construction  of  the  pro- 
posed utility  facility  must  be  filed  at  least  two  years  prior  to 
the  anticipated  date  of  commencement  of  construction),  and  for  waiver 
of  Sections  70-807  through  70-811  of  the  Act  (requiring  a  complete 
report  by  the  Department  to  the  Board,  a  subsequent  Board  hearing, 
and  formal   findings  by  the  Board).     According  to  the  Utility  Siting 
Act,   "a  clear  and  convincing  showing  that  an  immediate  need  for  a 
facility  exists"  and  "good  cause",  respectively,  must  be  given  to 
support  such  requests.     Therefore,  on  April   17,  1974,  Montana 
Power  Company  (MPC)  submitted  a  letter  setting  forth  the  basis  for 
the  requests.     Portions  of  the  letter  are  as  follows: 

"The  double  circuit  230  kV  line  is  necessary  to  transmit 
power  generated  by  Colstrip  Units  No.   1  and  No.   2  from 
Colstrip  to  Broadview,  where  at  Broadview  the  power  can 
be  transmitted  into  The  Montana  Power  Company  system, 
which  needs  the  power  from  Units  No.   1  and  No.   2.  The 
power  will  be  transmitted  into  The  Montana  Power  Company 
system  at  Broadview  primarily  by  connecting  to  the  Billings- 
Great  Falls  230  kV,  the  construction  of  which  should  be 
completed  by  December  1,   1974,  and  must  be  completed  at 
the  1 atest  by  July  1  ,  1975.  " 

"Our  present  schedule  (Figure  l)  is  to  start  construction 
by  July  1,   1974,  with  completion  no  later  than  December 
31,   1975.     It  would  only  be  possible  to  compress  this 
eighteen-month  construction  period  to  fifteen  months,  if 
all   the  following  conditions  prevailed: 

1.     Right  of  way  acquisition  problems  in  the  period 
after  receipt  of  a  State  certificate  do  not  sig- 
nificantly interfere  with  construction. 
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2.  There  is  an  adequate  supply  of  skilled  workmen 
available  to  increase  the  peak  complement  from 
100  to  140. 

3.  The  weather  is  moderate  during  the  Winter  of 
1974-75  and  the  amount  of 'prec i pi  tat i on  is  not 
significantly  above  normal  during  the  other  months 
of  the  construction  period. 

4.  Necessary  materials  can  be  purchased  and  delivered 
on  schedule. 

5.  No  other  unforeseen  problems  arise." 


"Based  on  right  of  way  acquisition  progress  to  date  and 
past  experience,  it  is  unreasonable  to  assume  that  right 
of  way  acquisition  progress  subsequent  to  receipt  of  a 
certificate  will   permit  completion  of  construction  in 
less  than  eighteen  months  after  receipt  of  same.  The 
representative  of  the  International   Brotherhood  of 
Electrical  Workers  believes  that  the  construction  con- 
tractor will  do  well   to  hire  enough  workmen  to  complete 
the  line  in  eighteen  months.     Experience  has  shown  that 
it  is  unwise  to  depend  upon  favorable  weather  conditions 
in  a  given  year  to  expedite  construction  of  a  transmis- 
sion line.     For  the  above  reasons,  we  believe  the  attached 
construction  schedule  represents  the  shortest  period  with- 
in which  this  line  can  be  constructed.     Therefore,  it  is 
imperative  that  the  applicant  receives  a  certificate  for 
the  Col strip-Broadview  230  kV  double  circuit  line  prior 
to  July  1  ,  1974.  " 

"The  existing  Col stri p-Bi 1 1 i ngs  230  kV  line  has  the  capa- 
city to  transmit  the  power  generated  by  Unit  No.   1.  How- 
ever, depending  on  this  one  existing  93-mile  transmission 
line  from  Col stri p-Bi 11 i ngs  to  transmit  the  350  MWs  of 
Unit  No.   1  is  unacceptable  from  a  reliability  standpoint. 
We  have  experienced  outages  on  our  230  kV  lines  of  dura- 
tions of  more  than  two  days.     Such  an  outage  on  the  Col- 
strip-Bill  i  ngs  230  kV  line  would  result  in  a  major  brown- 
out in  Montana  because  there  is  no  other  line  to  transmit 
the  350  MWs  from  Colstrip.     The  consequential  harmful 
effects,   inconveniences  and  damages  from  risking  such 
unacceptable  reliability,  especially  throughout  the  winter, 
could  be  astronomical." 

"With  Units  No.   1  and  No.   2  operating,  two  230  kV  circuits 
are  required  for  transmission  capacity  and  a  third  circuit 
for  reliable  transmission  of  the  power  generated  by  these 
two  units  to  the  Billings  area.     This  will   be  accomplished 
with  the  existing  Colstrip-Billings  230  kV  line  and  by 
constructing  the  Col stri p- Broadv i ew  230  kV  double  circuit 
line." 


"In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  think  Colstrip  Units  No.  3 
and  No.   4  are  required  in  the  future  and  Units  No  3  and 
No.  4  may  be  approved  by  the  Board  of  Natural  Resources 
and  Conservation,   it  seems  prudent  planning  to  construct 
a  230  kV  double  circuit  line  which  could  be  converted  to 
500  kV  rather  than  to  construct  two  separate  230  kV  lines 
which  could  soon  become  unnecessary  if  the  two  500  kVs 
are  constructed.     Construction  of  two  230  kV  lines  would 
be  an  unwise  use  of  capital  and  natural  resources.  It 
is  submitted  that  the  environmental   impact  of  two  230  kV 
lines  would  be  greater  than  one  230  double  circuit  line. 
Furthermore,   if  the  two  500  kV  lines  are  built,  the  cumu- 
lative environmental   impact  would  be  much  greater  if  two 
separate  230  kV  lines  are  constructed  now  rather  than  the 
one  230  kV  double  circuit  line." 

"For  reasons  including  those  stated  in  the  previous  para- 
graphs, Hot  Springs  is  the  logical  western  termination 
for  the  500  kV  lines  for  Colstrip  Units  No.   3  and  No.  4. 
Environmental  and  engineering  factors  dictated  that  all 
alternate  routes  considered  by  the  applicant  and  their 
consultants  for  the  Colstrip-Hot  Springs  500  kV  lines  be 
located  north  of  Billings  in  the  general  area  of  Broadview. 
Consequently,  approval  of  the  Col stri p-Broadview  route 
will  not  eliminate  any  of  these  alternate  routes  west  of 
Broadview  from  further  consideration.     It  is  submitted 
that  the  proposed  location  of  the  double  circuit  line 
from  Colstrip  to  Broadview  is  the  best  location  for  the 
double  circuit  230  kV  line  considering  just  the  double 
circuit  line  itself  regardless  of  the  decision  on  the 
proposed  two  500  kV  lines." 

"In  summary,  unless  a  certificate  for  the  Col strip-Broad- 
view  230  kV  double  circuit  line  is  issued  on  or  before 
June  30,  1974,  and  unless  the  Billings-Great  Falls  230 
kV  line  is  completed  before  July  1,  1975,  there  will  not 
be  an  adequate  transmission  system  to  transmit  the  power 
from  Colstrip  Unit  No.  1  and  No.  2  and  meet  the  needs  of 
The  Montana  Power  Company  system." 

After  reviewing  the  above  material,     the  Department  requested 
that  the  applicants  submit  a  critical   path  diagram  in  order  to  explain 
the  construction  schedule  in  detail.     Montana  Power  Company  submitted 
this  material  on  May  14,  1974  (see  Appendix  I).     In  order  to  analyze 
the  need  of  this  230  KV  line,  especially  the  timing    of  the  need,  it 
has  been  necessary  to  examine  the  existing  and  future  electric  load 
of  the  entire  MPC  system.     Montana  Power  Company  has  submitted 
explanatory  materials  (see  Appendix  II)  which  aid  in  this  examination. 
At  a  later  date  some  questions  arose  regarding  load  growth,  construction 


7 


contractors  and  the  Westinghouse  study  on  the  construction  time 
schedule. ^    These  questions  were  answered  by  MPC  on  September  9, 
1974  (see  Appendix  III).     Historic  data  of  July  peak  load,  annual 
peak  load  and  annual   sales  to  ultimate  customers  of  the  MPC  system 
are  given  in  Table  1  and  diagramed  in  Figure  2.     Existing  generating 
capacity  of-  MPC  is  shown  in  Table  2. 

On  September  20,  1974,  the  applicants  filed  a  petition  in  support 
of  its  request  to  waive  the  time  requirement  for  the  project  pro- 
vided in  the  Utility  Siting  Act  (see  Appendix  IV     for  the  content 
of  this  petition). 

1 1  Conclusions 

Three  transmission  lines  exist  between  Colstrip  and  the  Billings 
area:     a  69  KV  line,  a  69/100  KV  line  and  a  230  KV  line.     Based  on 
100  miles  distance,  the  transmitting  capacity  of  these  three  lines 
is  as  follows: 


The  total  transmission  capacity  of  the  three  lines  is  384  MW  to 
459  MW.     When  generating  Unit  2  comes  on  line  on  July  1,  1976,  the 
total   generating  capacity  of  the  Colstrip  plant  will   be  660  MW 
assuming  40  MW  will   be  consumed  locally  to  supply  the  needs  of  the 
Colstrip  community  and  its  vicinity  as  well  as  mining  usage.  There- 
fore, a  sum  of  620  MW  will  need  to  be  transmitted  out.     It  is  obvious 
that  the  existing  capacity  cannot  meet  the  transmission  requirement. 
As  a  result  a  second  230  KV  line  is  required. 


"A  labor  force  of  approximately  300  men  is  required  to  construct 
110  miles  of  single  transmission  line  in  6  months"  (Westinghouse 
Report,   Section  3.7.1.1.,   p.  87). 


69  KV 
69/100  KV 
230  KV 


23  MW 
36  MW 

325  MW  -  400  MW 
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As  described  above,  the  need  of  a  new  230  KV  line  by  July  1, 
1976  is  established.     However,  a  further  examination  of  need  for  ^ 
this  new  230  KV  line  prior  to  July  1,  1976  is  in  order.  Between 
July  1,   1975  and  July  1,  1976,  the  maximum  generating  capacity  of  the 
Colstrip  plant  is  330  MW.     If  40  MW  are  deducted  for  local  use,  the 
maximum  amount  that  can  be  transmitted  out  is  290  MW.     However,  a 
new  coal   fired  power  plant  very  seldom  has  a  100%  load  factor  when 
it  first  comes  on-line.     It  is  reasonable  to  assume  an  average  of 
60%  load  factor  during  the  first  operational  year.     In  case  of  an 
accident  occurring  on  the  existing  230  KV  line,  59  MW  can  still 
theoretically  be  transmitted  out  by  the  existing  69  KV  and  69/100  KV 
lines.     As  quoted  by  MPC  officials,  due  to  the  limitation  of  2 
auto- transformers  in  Billings,  only  18  MW,  rather  than  59  MW,  can 
be  transmitted  out.     The  effect  of  a  power  shortage  due  to  line 
failure  will   be  discussed  further.  £ 

Transmission  line  outages  are  unexpected  accidents  that  can 
be  triggered  by  lightning,  storms,  trees  falling  on  the  line, 
contamination,  terminal  equipment  failure,  accidental  tripping, 
foreign  system  trouble,  supervisory  mistakes  in  operation,  etc. 
Although  the  utilities  try  to  build  in  as  much  reliability  as  possible, 
a  risk  always  exists.     It  is  impossible  to  build  in  100%  reliability. 
For  example,  an  inherent  unreliability  exists  in  the  situation  of  Colstrip 
Units  1  &  2,  and  a  double  circuit  230  KV  line  built  on  single  towers. 
Since  two  230  KV  lines  will   be  placed  on  one  tower,   two  lines  will 
both  be  out  of  service  if  the  tower  falls.     Then  at  least  one  power 
plant  unit  would  have  to  shut  down.     Table  3  is  created  to  juxtapose 
the  above  described  example  with  Unit  1  and  the  existing  lines. 
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TABLE  3 


0  n  - 1  i  n  e 
unites  ; 

Transmission 
Line 
Ca  pa  c l ty 

Case  of 
Line 
uu  Za g  e 

Reliability 
Rating 

Case  one 

Unit  1  only 

1  -  230  KV 
1  -  69/100  KV 
1  -  69  KV 

1  -  230  KV 
out 

either  Unit  1  has 
to  shut  down  or 
reduce  load  factor 
—  unreliable 

f acp  run 

Units  1  &  2 

Ull    1    L  O        X       U  i— 

1    -   230  KV 
1  -  69/100  KV 

1  -  69  KV 

2  -  230  KV 
(on  single 

tower ) 

2  -  230  KV 
(on  single 
tower)  out 

p  i  t  h  pr   nnp  Unit 

^  i  unci     u  ii  c  unit 

has  to  shut  down 
or  reduce  load 
factor 

—  unreliable 

This  juxtaposition  points  out  that  the  reliability  issue  cannot 
justify  a  time  waiver  request  since  the  applicants  intentionally 
designed  a  system  (described  above  as  case  two)  which  has  inherent 
unreliability.     If  case  two's  reliability  rating  is  acceptable  by  the 
applicants'   standards,  then  case  one's  reliability  rating  should 
also  be  acceptable. 

Also,  a  transmission  line  outage  is  an  unexpected  event  of  very 
short  duration  (from  a  fragment  of  a  second  to  several  days).  With 
proper  contingency  planning  to  protect  the  system  and  customers,  the 
need  of  a  230  KV  line  prior  to  July  1,  1976  cannot  be  justified 
when  weighed  against  other  factors  which  will  be  stated  later.  When 
the  applicants'  electric  load  forecast  is  compared  with  the  availa- 
bility of  electricity,   it  appears  that  with  the  forced  outage  reserve 
available  and  proper  maintenance  scheduling,  the  applicants'  electrici 
resources  are  sufficient  to  meet  the  load  forecast  without  Unit  l's 
el  ec  tr  i  c  i  ty . 
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As  described  in  the  applicants'   report,  six  months  are  required 
for  construction  of  the  proposed  230  KV  lines.     With  the  corridor 
recommended  in  Section  Two,  the  time  required  for  right-of-way 
acquisition  is  minimized.     Therefore,  a  maximum  period  of  15  months 
should  be  sufficient     for  construction.     Based  on  the  above  infor- 
mation and  analysis,  the  Department  believes  that  good  cause  and 
immediate  need  cannot  be  shown  to  justify  approval  of  the  waiver 
request.     Accordingly,  the  Department  recommends  that  the  requests 
for  waiver  be  denied. 
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SECTION  TWO 


I  Introduction 

If  the  Board  of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation  adopts  the 
Department's  recommendation  not  to  grant  the  waiver  of  time  require- 
ment of  section  6  and  of  the  provisions  of  sections  7  through  11  of 
the  Montana  Utility  Siting  Act,  it  then  has  the  duty  upon  the 
filing  of  the  Department's  report  to  conduct  a  hearing  on  the 
application.     However,   if  the  Board  grants  the  waiver  of  time  re- 
quirements, the  Department  would  still  be  required  by  law  to  file 
this  report,  and  the  Board  must  hold  a  hearing  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  the  law.     As  a  final  alternative  the  Board  could 
grant  all  of  the  waiver  requests  in  which  case  no  hearing  would  be 
required;  nevertheless,  the  Department  is  submitting  this  report 
and  recommendation  to  the  Board  in  order  to  aid  the  Board  in  making 
an  informed  decision  on  the  granting  of  the  certificate. 

I I  Recommendati  on 

The  Department  recommends  that  a  Certificate  of  Environmental 
Compatibility  and  Public  Need  be  granted  approving  the  corridor 
hereinafter  described.     However,  the  certificate  should  contain  the 
condition  that  the  applicants  may  not  erect  the  transmission  towers 
to  be  used  for  the  proposed  facility  until   the  Board  has  determined 
the  need  for  the  type  of  towers  to  be  employed,  the  need  to  be 
determined  after  the  Board  has  rendered  a  decision  on  the  application 
for  certification  for  the  proposed  Colstrip  Units  3  and  4  and 
associated  facilities. 

The  Department's  recommendation  is  made  in  consideration  of 

allowing  the  applicants  to  acquire  rights-of-way  for  a  double  circuit 

230  KV  transmission  line  within  the  corridor  described  as  follows. 
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1 1 1     Corridor  Selection 

From  Colstrip  west  the  recommended  corridor  spans  several  major 
drainages,   including  Sarpy  and  Tullock  Creeks  and  then  on  to  the 
Bighorn  River  in  the  same  route  as  was  recommended  as  Corridor  F  in 
the  draft  environmental   impact  statement.     After  crossing  the  Big- 
horn River  the  recommended  corridor  swings  northwest  approximately 
four  miles  to  intersect  with  the  applicants'   preferred  route, 
(Corridor  A).     After  this  intersection  the  corridor  crosses  the 
Yellowstone  River  slightly  downstream  from  the  applicants'  preferred 
crossing.     Immediately  thereafter  the  Department's  recommended  corridor 
joins  the  applicants'   preferred  route  for  the  remaining  distance  to 
the  destination  point  south  of  Broadview.     The  recommended  corridor 
is  shown  on  the  surface  water  base  map. 

Reasons  For  Recommended  Corridor 

Colstrip  Unit  #2  is  scheduled  to  go  on-line  by  July  1,  1976. 
The  Colstrip  to  Broadview  230  KV  line  is  necessary  for  the  transmission 
of  electricity  from  this  unit.     After  analysis  of  the  applicants' 
construction  schedule,   load  forecast  and  other  supportive  data,  the 
Department  has  concluded  that  the  recommended  route  is  the  most 
desirable  route  in  terms  of  overall   environmental   and  social  impacts. 

The  original   Department  recommendation   (Corridor  F)  was  routed 
near  the  northeast  corner  of  Billings,  and  a  significant  amount  of 
public  opposition  to  a  transmission  corridor  that  close  to  Billings 
was  encountered  during  the  draft  EIS  review  period.     The  corridor  now 
recommended  by  the  Department  will   avoid  this  population  and  land 
use  conflicts  associated  with  urbanized  areas. 
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The  Yellowstone  River  corridor  crossing  in  this  recommendation 
is  more  narrow  than  the  applicants'  preferred  crossing.  Interviews 
with  the  affected  landowners     have  revealed  that  this  crossing  would 
be  more  in  accord  with  their  wishes. 

There  are  several  disadvantages  of  the  Department's  recommended 
corridor  that  are  acknowledged.     The  western  segment  of  the  corridor 
from  the  Yellowstone  River  to  Broadview  crosses  large  blocks  of 
continuous  cropland  whereas  the  southern  route  (Corridor  F)  near 
Billings  contains  smaller  areas  of  farmland.     For  this  reason, 
direct  interference  with  agricultural  use  could  be  more  easily 
avoided  in  Corridor  F  by  the  careful  placement  of  towers.  Another 
disadvantage  is  that  the  Department's  recommended  corridor  will 
make  less  use  of  existing  corridors  and  developed  areas.  The 
Department's  recommended  corridor  relects  our  efforts  to  select  a 
route  with  the  least  overall  social  impacts  -  which  is  largely 
indicated  by  expressed  public  opinion. 

There  is  an  important  issue  as  to  whether  the  selection  of  a 
Colstrip  to  Broadview  corridor  at  this  time  will  compromise  our 
flexibility  to  determine  later  on  an  optimum  route  from  Colstrip  to 
Hot  Springs  if  the  proposed  Colstrip  3  and  4  project  is  approved  by 
the  Board  of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation.     If  the  twin  500  KV 
lines  are  built,  and  if  the  Colstrip  to  Broadview  route  is  chosen  as 
part  of  the  corridor  to  Hot  Springs,  there  would  still  be  ample 
flexibility  to  choose  from  a  wide  range  of  possible  corridors  within 
the  north-south  extension  of  the  Colstrip  to  Hot  Springs  transmission 
line  study  area. 

In  view  of  the  tradeoffs  recognized  and  for  the  reasons  indicated 
the  Department  recommends  approval  of  the  Colstrip  to  Broadview  230  KV 
transmission  line  corridor  as  described  above. 
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This  recommendation  is  for  a  two-mile  wide  corridor  only.  The 
applicants  shall  submit  a  preferred  center  line  within  the  recom- 
mended two-mile  wide  corridor  for  the  Department's  further  approval 
prior  to  beginning  construction.     The  selection  of  a  center  line  within 
the  corridor  shall  follow  as  much  as  possible  property  boundary  lines 
and  existing  fence  lines  and  also  shall  accommodate  as  much  as  possible 
the  landowners'  preferences. 

The  applicants  shall  also  submit  new  access  road  locations  and 
methods  of  construction  to  the  Department  for  further  approval  as 
soon  as  these  become  available  prior  to  beginning  construction. 

The  type  of  structure  used  for  these  proposed  230  KV  lines  will 
be  recommended  at  a  later  date  due  to  the  uncertainty  of  approving 
Colstrip  Units  3  and  4  at  this  time.     Since  a  steel   tower  line  would 
cost  eleven  million  dollars  more  than  wooden  pole  lines  even  if 
Colstrip  Units  3  and  4  are  denied,  this  eleven  million  dollars  extra 
investment  would  still  eventually  be  paid  by  consumers  through  a 
higher  rate.     It  is  in  the  best  interest  of  Montanans  as  well  as 
the  utility  companies  for  the  Board  to  determine  the  tower  structure 
type  at  a  later  date  when  a  determination  on  Colstrip  Units  3  and 
4  has  been  made  and  the  impacts  of  the  total  proposal* cl early 
reveal ed . 
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THE  MONTANA  POWER  COMPANY 

GENERAL  OFFICES:  40  EAST  BROADWAY.  BUTTE.  MONTANA  59701-  TELEPHONE  406 /  723-5421 

May  Ik,  197^ 


Mr.  Albert  C.  Tsao 

Administrator 

Energy  Planning  Division 

Montana  Department  of  Natural 

Resources  &  Conservation 
32  South  Ewing 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Tsao: 

A  critical  path  schedule  has  been  developed  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Colstrip-Broadview  230  kV  double  circuit  transmission 
line.     Obtaining  a  state  certificate,  acquiring  right  of  way, 
material  deliveries  and  construction  activities  are  included  in  this 
critical  path  analysis.     A  diagram  of  the  critical  path  schedule  for 
this  line  is  enclosed.     (MPCo.  Dwg.  1635-C) 

The  diagram  shows  that  receipt  of  a  state  certificate  by 
July  1,  197^  will  result  in  completion  of  the  line  by  February  20, 
1976*     Note  that  the  receipt  of  a  state  certificate  and  the  sub- 
sequent acquisition  of  right  of  way  are  in  the  critical  path.  The 
working  days  required  are  based  on  our  legal  departments'  latest 
and  best  estimate  of  time  to  acquire  right  of  way,  latest  infor- 
mation on  material  deliveries,  and  time  required  to  construct  the 
line  as  estimated  by  C .  T.  Main  and  reviewed  by  The  Montana  Power 
Company. 

The  Montana  Power  Company  submits  that  issuance  of  a  state 
certificate  should  not  be  delayed  beyond  July  1,  197^-,  because 
delay  for  any  period  of  time  can  be  expected  to  extend  the  com- 
pletion by  a  similar  amount  of  time.     The  certificate  should  be 
issued  by  July  1,  197k,  because: 

1.  We  must  authorize  tower  steel  fabrication  by  then 
at  a  commitment  of  $1,800,000  in  order  to  be  able  to 
complete  the  line  on  the  present  schedule. 

2.  One  230  kV  line  should  not  be  relied  on  for  trans- 
mitting Colstrip  Unit  #1  power  to  the  Billings  area 
for  any  longer  than  absolutely  necessary.     If  power 
could  be  purchased  to  replace  Colstrip  #1  power  during 
an  outage  of  the  existing  Cols trip-Billings  230  kV  line, 
it  is  estimated  that  it  would  cost  an  increment  of 
$57,024/day.     This  is  based  on  330,000  KW  at  Q0%  capacity 
at  9  mills/KWH.     If  replacement  power  were  unavailable  at 
the  time  of  such  a  line  outage,  service  to  customers  would 
have  to  be  curtailed. 
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3.  Each  month  the  power  from  Colstrip  Unit  #1  must 
be  transmitted  over  only  the  existing  230  kV  line 
as  a  result  of  the  Colstrip-Broadview  230  kV  double 
circuit  line  not  being  constructed,  the  incremental 
transmission  losses  due  to  higher  line  loadings 
amounts  to  10,000  KW  or  $37^500  per  month. 

4.  If  a  change  in  location  for  a  substantial  or 
critical  section  of  the  line  is  recommended  by  the 
state,  additional  time  would  be  required  to  survey, 
design,  purchase  material,  and  acquire  right  of  way 
for  the  new  location.     The  critical  path  schedule 
does  not  allow  time  for  this  activity. 

5.  Receipt  of  a  state  certificate  on  the  requested 
date  will  permit  construction  during  the  late  summer 
and  fall  of  1974.     This  will  allow  the  line  to  be 
completed  at  the  earliest  possible  date  even  though 
construction  activities  are  limited  by  adverse 
weather  during  either  winter  of  1974-75  or  1975-76. 
A  delay  in  receipt  of  a  certificate  will  make  it 
necessary  to  conduct  construction  activities  related 
to  tower  assembly  and  erection  during  both  these 
winters.     If  either  winter  was  severe,  the  completion 
of  the  line  would  be  delayed  as  a  result  of  not  re- 
ceiving the  state  certificate  by  July  1,  1974. 

6.  A  combination  of  delay  in  obtaining  the  state 
certificate  and  unforeseen  circumstances  subsequently 
could  extend  the  completion  of  this  line  beyond  May  1, 
1976,  when  Colstrip  Unit  #2  is  scheduled  to  begin 
operation.     In  that  event,  Colstrip  Unit  #2  would  not 
be  able  to  operate  because  the  Colstrip-Broadview  230 
kV  double  circuit  line  had  not  been  completed. 

There  is  another  important  concern  in  addition  to  those 
mentioned  above.     Should  the  state  deny  a  certificate  for  the  sub- 
ject line  today,  it  would  be  impossible  to  provide  reliable  trans- 
mission for  the  power  from  Colstrip  Unit  #1  or  transmission  capacity 
for  the  power  from  Colstrip  Unit  #2  by  an  alternate  means  in  the 
time  available.     To  illustrate  this  we  have  prepared  a  critical  path 
schedule  for  the  construction  of  two  230  kV  wood-pole  lines.     It  was 
assumed  that  these  would  be  built  on  substantially  the  same  right  of 
way  as  the  proposed  double  circuit  tower  line.     If  such  an  alternative 
was  recommended  by  the  state  on  July  1,  1974,  the  two  wood-pole  trans- 
mission lines  could  not  be  completed  before  August  15>  1976.  This 
completion  date  is  unacceptable  for  providing  transmission  capacity 
for  power  from  Colstrip  Units  #1  &  #2  for  reasons  stated  previously. 
A  diagram  of  the  critical  path  for  the  construction  of  the  two  wood- 
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pole  lines  is  enclosed.     (MPCo.  Dwg.  163^-C) 

The  Montana  Power  Company  believes  that  sufficient  information 
has  now  been  submitted  to  justify  the  need  to  receive  a  state 
certificate  on  the  Colstrip-Broadview  230  kV  double  circuit  line 


by  July  1,  1974. 


Sincerely, 


^Fohn  T.  Evans 
Asst.  Chief  Engineer  and 
Manager  of  Engineering 


DEO/mir 
Encl. 
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APPENDIX  II 


THE  MONTANA  POWER  COMPANY 


This  summary  lists  the  assumptions  used  in  the  attached 
load  -     resource  tables  which  set  forth  the  effect  of  not 
having  a  Colstrip-Broadview  double  circuit  230  kV  transmission 
line  available. 

Assumptions 

1.  Firm  peak  and  energy  loads  are  based  on  the  2/1/74  long 
range  forecast,  but  are  adjusted  for  changes  in  the 
industrial  block  loads  which  have  occurred  since  our 
previous  reports  to  the  DNR.     The  net  load  change  is 
only  a  few  megawatts  'downward  in  the  two  years  considered 
It  is  assumed  that  critical  water  exists  for  hydro 
energy  generation. 

2.  The  firm  peak  and  energy  resources  include  the  latest 
existing  contracts  and  also  those  contracts  that  are  in 
the  near  final  negotiating  process. 

3.  Forced  Outage  Reserves 

The  capacity  forced  outage  reserves  are  estimates  based 
on  calculations  made  under  our  recently  signed  Inter- 
Company  Pool  Agreement.     The  reserves  under  ICP  actually 
calculated  for  Montana  Power  in  the  year  1974-75  amounted 
to  approximately  19%  of  the  firm  resource  capacity  for 
which  we  are  responsible.     In  this  tabulation  for  197  5- 
76,  and  1976-77,  we  assume  conservatively  that  with  the 
new  thermal  generation  in  the  ICP  area  the  same  percent 
of  reserve  approximately  will  continue.     We  used  20%  of 
the  capacity  for  which  we  must  carry  reserves. 

Energy  reserve  is  calculated  at  5%  of  the  thermal 
generation. 

4.  Peak  and  energy  lost  during  maintenance  of  generating 
units  has  been  removed  from  the  resource  figures  on  the 
basis  of  our  best  tentative  maintenance  schedule. 

5.  It  is  assumed  that  new  thermal  generating  units  coming 
on  line  are  capable  of  average  production  of  50%  of 
rating  for  three  months.     This  allows  for  a  period  of 
maturation. 

6.  Interruptible  loads  are  assumed  to  be  carried  by  reserves 
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EXHIBIT  "C 


COST  OF  REPLACEMENT  POWER  FOR  COLSTRIP  UNITS 


If  the  230  kV  double  circuit  Colstrip-Broadview  transmission 
line  is  not  operational  by  the  time  Colstrip  Unit  No.  2 
comes  on  line,   the  following  increased  costs  could  result 
for  purchase  of  replacement  power.      (It  is  extremely  doubtful 
that  replacement  power  will  be  available.) 

Assume  12  mills/kWh  for  replacement  energy  (This  is  approximate 
our  present  oil  cost  at  the  Frank  Bird  Steam  Plant.) . 

When  a  Colstrip  unit  is  shut  down,  we  would  save  3  mills/kWh 
for  fuel  and  variable  O&M. 

Therefore,  net  cost  for  replacement  energy  =  12-3  =  9  mills/kWH 
330,000  kW  @   80%  capacity  x  $.009  =  $2,376/hr 
$2,376/hr  x  24  hrs  =  $57,024/day 

Of  this  amount,  half  would  be  Montana  Power  Company's  cost. 

Additionally,   transmitting  the  output  from  one  Colstrip  unit 
over  only  one  230  kV  transmission  line  creates  added  line 
losses.     This  amounts  to  extra  costs  as  follows: 

Peak  Loss:     10,  000  kW  @  $  3 . 75/kW-month  =  $  3 7 ,  500/month 

Energy  Loss:     4,672  MWh/month  @  3  mills/kWh  =       $14 , 0  0  0/month 

Total  =       $51, 500/month 
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APPENDIX  III 


September  9,  1974 


Mr.  Albert  C.  Tsao,  Administrator 

Energy  Planning  Division 

Montana  Department  of  Natural  Resources 

and  Conservation 
32  South  Ewing 
Helena,  Montana  59601 

Dear  Mr.  Tsao; 

This  is  to  confirm  in  writing  the  answers  to  your  three  questions 
concerning  the  230  double  circuit  transmission  line,  which  we 
discussed  by  telephone  last  Friday,    As  stated  on  the  telephone, 
your  three  questions  are  easily  explained  and  answered. 

Also,  as  previously  stated,  certification  of  this  line  has 
already  been  delayed,  and  because  of  the  projected  energy 
shortages  and  costs  associated  with  delay,  as  set  forth  in  our 
statement  submitted  July  27*  197^,  it  is  imperative  that  the 
Department  recommend  and  the  Board  act  on  the  line  at  the 
Board's  meeting  this  Friday,  September  13 >  197^.     Not  to  act 
would  be  flirting  with  a  disasterous  energy  shortage  and  would 
be  adding  extra  costs  to  the  general  public. 

Your  three  questions  and  answers  thereto  follow: 

Q(l):    How  does  The  Montana  Power  Company  derive  its 
firm  peak  load  of  868  MW  for  July,  1975  as  set 
forth  on  page  k.  on  Exhibit  "A"  from  its  statement 
of  July  27*  1974,  and  how  is  this  firm  peak  load 
of  868  MW  reconciled  with  FPC  figures  for  1973? 

A(l):    The  substantial  part  of  the  increased  loads  on 
The  Montana  Power  Company  system  from  1973  to 
July,  1975  are  for  the  known  loads  under  contract 
with  the  Anaconda  Company,  primarily  for  its 
environmentally  designed  arbiter  plant  and  electric 
furnace.    The  small  remainder  of  the  projected  load 
is  for  general  load  growth.    See  Exhibit  "A"  attached 
hereto  for  detail. 

FPC  form  1,  form  12,  and  The  Montana  Power  Company's 
load  and  resources  figures  submitted  to  the  Department 
are  reconcilable  and  differences  are  due  to  different 
reporting  procedures.    See  Exhibit  "B"  attached  hereto 

for  detail. 


Mr.  Albert  C.  Tsao 
September  9,  197^ 
Page  Two 


Q(2):    Has  a  contractor(s)  been  selected,  and  if  so,  how  many? 

A(2):    A  contract  has  not  yet  been  awarded  and  one  contractor 

will  be  selected.    Furthermore,  as  pointed  out,  selecting 
more  than  one  contractor  would  not  necessarily  expedite 
completion  of  construction  because  of  right-of-way  and 
other  problems. 

Q(3):    Why  does  the  Westinghouse  Environmental  Analysis 
state  that  a  labor  force  of  approximately  300  men 
is  required  to  construct  110  miles  of  similar 
transmission  line  in  six  months,  and  is  this 
Westinghouse  statement  reconcilable  with  the 
critical  path  submitted  to  the  Department  on  July 
27,  1974? 

A(3):    First  it  must  be  realized  that  the  Westinghouse 

data  referred  to  in  this  question  was  submitted  to 
illustrate  economic  and  social  effects  on  transmission 
line  questions  and  was  not  submitted  as  data  regarding 
the  construction  schedule  on  this  particular  230  double 
circuit  transmission  line.    Furthermore,  the 
Westinghouse  Analysis  is  predicated  on: 

(1)  300  qualified  men  being  available; 

(2)  All  right-of-way  being  acquired;  and 

(3)  All  materials  being  available. 

In  considering  the  actual  realistic  construction 
schedule  of  the  230  double  circuit  line,  which  is 
what  our  critical  path  submitted  to  the  Department 
on  July  27,  1974  represents,  it  must  be  realized  that 
300  qualified  men  are  not  available.    It  would  be 
lucky  if  one-half  that  many  are  available,  even  if 
more  than  one  contractor  were  employed.    A  crucial 
factor  in  our  critical  path  is  right-of-way  acquisition 
and  re-engineering  and  resurveying  in  the  event  of  any 
relocation  from  our  proposed  route. 

Based  on  our  right-of-way  experience,  it  is  folly 
to  think  that  right-of-way  can  be  acquired  in  less 
than  9  "to  12  months. 


Mr.  Albert  G.  Tsao 
September  9,  197^ 
Page  Three 


In  conclusion,  the  need  for  the  Department  to  recommend  and  the 
3oard  to  act  at  its  September  13th  meeting  cannot  be  over-emphasized. 
There  has  already  been  delay,  and  it  is  costing  the  general  public. 
The  energy  shortages  and  additional  costs  to  the  general  public  are 
set  forth  in  our  statement  of  July  27,  197^  j  and  can  be  substantiated. 

If  you  have  any  further  questions,  please  let  us  know.    We  stand 
ready  to  provide  any  further  information  at  any  time.    Thank  you. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 


John  W.  Ross 
Attorney 

JWR:ds 
Encs. 

cc:    Mr.  Gary  Wicks,  Director 

Montana  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Conservation 
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September  20,  1974 


Mr.  Albert  Tsao 

Administrator  iv:  .1.  [■:. :  •:/  ■  " 

Energy  Planning  Division  REoGdrUw  i  ;•;.-.:>$ 

Department  of  Natural  Resources 

and  Conservation 
32  S.  Ewing 
Helena,  MT  59601 

Dear  Albert: 

Transmitted  herewith  is  a  Petition  in  Support  of  our  position 
that  the  Department  recommend  and  the  Board  waive  the  requirement 
of  filing  an  application  two  years  in  advance  regarding  the 
Colstrip-hroadview  250  kV  double  circuit  line. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely , 


/ 


John  W.  Ross 
Attorney 


JWR:mco 


Enclosure 


MEMORANDUM  TN  SUPPORT  OF 
PETITION  TO  CUVii  PROVISIONS 
OP  SECTION  7  0 -.3  06(1) 


STATUTES 

70-  806  (1)1  in  pertinent  part  provides: 

"At  least  two  years  prior  to  anticipated  commencement  of 
construction  of  an  utility  facility  as  defined  in... an 
applicant  for  a  certificate  shall  file  with  the  department 
an  application,  in  such  form  as  the  department  may  prescribe, 
containing . . . . " 

70-806(7)2  ^n  pertinent  part  provides: 

"The  Board  may  waive  compliance  with  the  time  limits  of 
this  section  if  an  applicant  makes  a  clear  and  convincing 
showing  that  an  immediate  need  for  a  facility  exists  and 
that  the  applicant  did  not  have  knowledge  that  the  need 
existed  sufficiently  in  advance  of  the  need  to  file  an 
application  within  the  time  provided  in  subsection  (1) 
of  this  section." 

70-811(3)-i  in  pertinent  part  provides: 

"The  time  requirement  of  section  70-806  and  any  provisions 
described  in  sections  70-807  to  70-811  of  the  act  may  be 
waived  by  the  Board,   for  good  cause  shown  with  respect  to 
applications  filed  before  January  1,   1975.  Applications 
for  certificates  under  this  subsection   (3)  must  be  filed 
promptly.     A  certificate  is  not  required  under  this  act  for 
facitities  under  construction  or  in  operation  on  January  1, 
1973.     However,  a  certificate  must  be  obtained  for  associated 
facilities  upon  which  construction  lias  not  commenced  before 
January  1,.  1973,  subject  to  the  waiver  provisions  of  this 
section." 


Montana  Utility  Siting  Act  of  1973  ,  70-  801  ct  scq.     RCM,  19-17. 

Ibid. 

Ibid. 


I 


II.  HISTORY 


The  Montana  Utility  Siting  Act  of  1375   (70-801  et  seq,  RC\ 
1947)    (Siting  Act)   became  effective  March  16,   1973.  Colstrip 
generating  Units  1  cj  2  were  exempt  from  the  Siting  Act  under  70- 
811(3).     Although  the  associated  facilities  of  Units  1  §  2,  such 
as  the  230  kV  double  circuit  transmission  line  here  involved,  arc 
covered  by  the  act,   it  was  the  intent  of  the  Legislature  to 
permit  the  effective  and  reliable  operation  of  Units  15  2,  and 
to  confine  the  review  of  the  associated  facilities  primarily  to 
the  routing  thereof. 

As  shortly  as  possible  after  the  Siting  Act  became  6i fective 
and  before  there  were  any  regulations  under  the  Siting  Act,  the 
applicants  proceeded  to  gather  data  and  prepare  an  application 
for  the  associated  facilities  of  Units  1  §  2 ,  which  apnlicati on 
was  filed  June  29,   1975.     Contemporaneous ly  with  that  filing, 
the  applicants  filed  a  petition  Pot  waiver  of  the  time  requi  ronc-nt 
of  section  70-806,   and  to  the  extent  necessary,  of  the  provisions 
of  sections  70-806  through  70-S11  thereof,  which  petition  specified 
that  In  order  to  accommodate  the  operation  of  Colstrip  Unitj  1^2 
construction  of •  the  230  kV  double  circuit  line  must  be  completed 
by  July  1  ,   197  5  ,  and  to  meet  this  completion  deadline ,  cons  truer ion 
must  commence  on  or  before  April  1,  1974. 

By  agreement  dated  November  1,  1975,   the  applicants  and 
the  department  entered  into  an  agreement  which  provided  in  mart 
that  the  application  regarding  the  associated  facilities  of  Units 
1  $  2  would  be  amended  so  as  to  provide  for  two  applications ;  one 
for  the  250  kV  double  circuit  electric  transmission  line  here 
involved,  and  a  separate  application  for  the  water  supply  system. 
The  agreement  also  provided  that  the  department  will  endeavor  to 
process  the  application  for  the  250  kV  double  circuit  electric 
transmission  line  as  expeditiously  as  possible  and  will  attempt 
to  have  its  recommendations  ready  for  the  Board  before  the  Board's 
June,   1974,  meeting,   so  that  consideration  may  be  given  to  the 
granting,  denial  or  modif iciation  of  a  certificate  of  environmental 
compatibility  and  public  need  for  §aid  250  kV  double  circuit  trans- 
mission line  before  June  50,  1974. 3 


4.  "Application  for  a  Certificate  and  Public  Need",  and 
"Petition  or  Waiver  of  the  Time  Requirements  of  Section 
70-306,  and  to  the  extent  necessary,  of  the  Provisions 
of  Sections  70-806  through  7U-8L1  thereof."  Associated 
Facilities  for  Colstrip  Units  1  5  2. 

5.  Agreement,  The  Montana  Power  Company  and  Puget  Sound  Power 
and  Light  Company  and  the  Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Conservation,  dated  Novemoer  1,  1975. 


z 


III.   REASONS  WHY  REQUIREMENT  OF  FILING  TWO  YEARS  IN  ADVANCE  OF 
ANTICIPATED  CONSTRUCTION  SHOULD  BE  WAIVED . 

A .       Based  on  Interpretation  of  the  Act  and  Legislative  Intent . 

As  set  forth  in  part  II,  supra,  the  applicants  originally 
petitioned  the  Board  to  waive  any  and  all  of  the  time  requirements  and 
proceedings  of  sections  70-806  through  70-811  in  order  that  con- 
struction of  the  230  kV  double  circuit  transmission  line  here 
involved  could  commence  on  or  before  April  1,  1974.  However, 
the  department  and  the  Board  have  or  are  in  the  process  of 
complying  with  or  implementing  all  of  the  time  requirements  and 
proceedings  of  sections  70-806  through  70-811  except  for  the 
requirement  that  the  applicants,  at  least  two  years  prior  to 
anticipated  commencement  of  construction  of  a  utility  facility, 
file  an  application  with  the  department.     Therefore,  the  only 
thing  for  the  Board  to  waive  now  is  this  requirement  that  the 
applicants  file  an  application  two  years  in  advance  of  anticipated 
cons  truction . 

In  order  for  the  applicants  to  meet  this  requirement  of 
filing  two  years  in  advance  of  anticipated  construction,  the 
applicants  would  have  had  to     file  an  apniication  for  this  230  kV 
double  circuit  transmission  line  in  April  of  1972  in  that 
construction  thereof  was  anticipated  to  commence  in  April  of 
1974.     Filing  in  April  of  1972  simply  would  have  been  impossible 
because  the  Siting  Act  did  not  become  effective  until  March  16, 
1973.     The  law  never  requires  impossibilities.0 

However,   it  is  submitted  that  the  legislature  contemplated 
this  impossibility  »tul  therefore  provided  in  section  70-811(3) 
that  a]  though  a  certif  icate  is  required  or:  associated  fac.i  l  i  t  Lc:;  upon 
which  construction  had  not  commenced  before  January  I,  1973,  such 
as  the  250  kV  double  circuit  transmission  line  here  involved, 
the  time  requirements  of  sections  70-S0o  through  70-811  may  be 
waived  by  the  Board  for  good  cause  shown.' 

This  waiver  provision  in  section  70-811(3)   should  govern 
in  this  case  exclusive  from  the  waiver  provision  in  section  70-806(7} 
because  section  70-811(3)   is  designed  to  provide  a  temporary 
transitional  period  to  accommodate  existing  energy  planning,  includin 
construction  of  associated  facilities  such  as  the  250  kV  double 
circuit  transmission  line  here  involved,  which  were  planned  and 
designed  before  the  Siting  Act.     This  is  why  section  70-811(3) 
provides  that  the  Board  cay  waive  the  time  requirements  of  section 
70-806  and  any  of  the  provisions  of  sections  70-806  through  70-311, 
with  respect  to  applications  filed  before  January  1,  1975. 


6.  Section  49-125,   RCM ,  1947. 

7.  Op  cit,  Section  70  -  8 1 1  ( 5),  RCM  ,  1947. 


Whereas ,  the  waiver  provision  in  section  70-806(7)   is  a 
permanent  continuing  provision  designed  to  accommodate  the 
situations  where  an  immediate  need  for  a  facility  develops  un- 
predictably, whereby  the  applicant  does  not  have  knowledge  that 
•the  need  existed  sufficiently  in  advance.     For  example,  at  any 
time  in  the  future  natural  gas  may  be  abruptly  curtailed  and  an 
electric  transmission  line  may  be  needed  quickly  to  provide  a 
substitute  heating  source  for  homes  and  businesses  and,  therefore, 
the  time  requirements  of  section  70-806  would  have  to  be  waived. 

Furthermore,  the  Legislature  exempted  Col  strip  Units  1  §  2 
from  the  Siting  Act  and  it  is  submitted  that  by  exempting  Units 
1  §  2,  it  was  the  intent  of  Legislature  to  effectuate  the 
reliable  and  full  operation  of  Units  1  5  2  as  scheduled  by  the 
applicants.     In  order  to  effectuate  the  reliable  and  full  operation 
of  Colstrip  Units  1  §  2,   it  is  necessary  that  the  230  kV  double 
circuit  line  here  involved  be  constructed  as  required  by  the 
applicants.     Colstrip  Unit  1  will  be  operational  in  April  of 
1975,  and  will  be  in  commercial  operation  in  July  of  1975  and, 
therefore,  the  230  double  circuit  transmiss ion  line  here  involved 
is  needed  by  July  of  1975  to  reliably  transmit  the  electricity 
from  Unit  1.     Colstrip  Unit  2  will  be  operational  in  April  of 
1976  and  will  be  in  commercial  operation  in  July  of  1976  and, 
therefore,  the  230  kV  double  circuit  transmission  line  here 
involved  is  also  needed  in  July  of  1976  to  transmit  the  power 
from  Unit  2 . 

To  summarize  this  first  argument  based  on  interpretation  of 
the  Siting  Act  and  Legislative  intent,   it  is  submitted  that  the 
requirement  to  file  two  years  in  advance  of  anticipated  construction 
must  be  waived  because  it  is  impossible  for  the  applicants  to  have 
filed  two  years  in  advance  of  anticipated  construction  of  the 
230  kV  double  circuit  transmission  line  here  involved  because 
the  Siting  Act  was  not  in  existence  in  April  of  1972,  but 
rather  became  effective  March  16,  1973.     Certainly  this  impossibility 
of  filing  constitutes  good  cause  for  waiving  section  70-806(1) 
because  the  law  does  not  require  the  impossible. 

Furthermore,  by  exempting  Colstrip  Units  1  §  2  from  the 
Siting  Act,   it  was  the  intent  of  the  Legislature  to  effectuate  the 
reliable  and  full  operation  of  Units  1  §  2  and  in  order  to  so 
effectuate  this  requirement  to  file  two  years  in  advance  must 
be  waived  so  that  construction  of  the  230  I:V  double  circuit  trans  - 
■nission  "l  ine  Ik: re   Involved  can  commence  imniedi  a tely .     Certainly  the 
reliable  opera;. ion  of  Units  1  <i  2  constitutes  good  cause  for 
waiving  section  70-806(1). 

B.       !i{LsiMl_on_  the  Need  for  the  Facility. 

There  is  a  need  for  the  facili ty  here  involved  as  stated 
in  tiie  draft  LIS,  "since  Units   i  and  2  have  previously  been 


1+ 


approved  by  the  State,  the  proposed  transmission  line  is  needed 

to  t  ran  sr.  It  the  electricity  generated  from  the  Units  .'"8  Unit 

1  at  Colatri.p  is  scheduled  to  bo  in  cer.:rorci.il  o':erat \ov   Ln  July , 

19  73,  at  which  tir.o  thq  tran  :",••■«  ss  i  en  h:r:  iriVOxVjd   -ill  bo 

nee  Jed  for  roliab iiity .     Unit  2  is  scheduled  to  be  in  co::*.x.orc  La  '■ 

operat  ion  in  Jul)- ,  197  .,  at  which  tine  the  transmission  line  here 

involved  will  be  needed  to  transmit  power. 

To  further  amplify  this  need,  and  to  demonstrate  the 
critical  effects  if  this  need  is  not  met,   it  is  helpful  to  review 
the  projected  loads  and  resources  for  1975-76  of  The  Montana  Power 
Company.     These  loads  and  resources  are  set  forth  in  detail  in 
the  attached  Exhibit  "A". 

To'  illustrate , note ,  for  example,  on  sheet  2,  line  5  of 
Exhibit  "A",  there  will  be  a  peak  deficiency  of  204  MW  in 
July,   1975,  on  The  Montana  Power  Company  system  in  the  event  that 
there  is  an  outage  on  existing  transmission  and  the  230  kV  double 
circuit  transmission  line  here  involved  is  not  completed  at  that 
time.     Also,  note  on  sheet  2,  line  5  of  Exhibit  "A",   that  in  July, 
1976,  there  will  be  a  peak  deficiency  of  172  Ml'/  on  The  Montana 
Power  Company  system  in  the  event  the  230  kV  double  circuit  line 
here  involved  is  not  completed  at  that  time.     And,  as  shown  on 
line  6,  sheet  2  of  Exhibit  "A",  there  will  be  a  peak  deficiency 
of  337  MW  on  The  Montana  Power  Company  system  in  July,  1976,   in  the 
event  there  is  an  outage  on  existing  transmission  and  the  250  kV 
double  circuit  transmission  line  here  involved  is  not  completed. 
To  appreciate  the  magnitude  of  these  204  MW,  172  MW  and  357  MW 
deficiencies,  note,   for  example,   that  the  entire  Billings  area, 
exclusive  of  refineries,  presently  uses  only  93  MW.  These 
shortages,  which  are  based  on  well  substantiated  projections,  are 
of  such  magnitude  that  contingency  plans,  other  than  immediate 
construction  of  the  230  kV  double  cirucit  transmission  line  here 
involved,  are  not  viable. 

The  projected  load  increases  consist  in  large  part  of  known 
loads,  under  contract,  with  The  Anaconda  Company,  primarily  for 
their  new  environmentally  designed  refining  equipment. ^  Incidently, 
it  is  interesting  to  note  that  during  the  last  three  months,  the 
actual  base  load  on  The  Montana  Power  Company  system  has  exceeded 
the  actual  base  load  estimates  for  those  months. 

'  ,\ 

Purchase  and  shipment  of  power  from  outside  Montana,  to 
solve  deficiencies  of  the  magnitude  here  involved,  are  not  viable 
contingencies.     First,  no  source  of  replacement  power  is  known 


8.  Colstrip  to  Broadview  230  kV  transmission  line,  Draft  EIS, 
page  6 . 

9.  Letter  of  September  9,   1974  to  Mr.  Albert  C.  Tsao,  page  1 
and  Exhibit  "A"  attached  to  letter. 

10.  The  base  loads,  normalized  for  weather,  exceeded  the  estimated 
base  loads  by  9..°,  MW  in  May,   1974  ,  by   10.5  MW  in  June,   1  974  , 
and  24.7  MW  in  July,  1974.     The  estimated  loads  had  not  been 
lower  to  project  conservation,  and  these  sane  loads  form 

t lie  basis  for  our  present  projections. 


and  if  it  were  available,   it  would  cost  an  additional  $37,024  per 
day,1}  which  costs , '  liKe  so  aiauy  other  cost  in  this  r-eriod  of 
inflation,   arc  ultimately  borne  by  the  public.     Cor  If.  inly 
power  is  not  available,  whether  f  rora  our  own  resources  or  elsc'..v--:-ro , 
in  such  great  quantities  to  solve  these  peak  deficiencies  of  204 
172  MW  or  537  MW. 

Montana  Power  Company's  own  reserves  are  generally  used  to  carry- 
Montana  Power  Company's  interruptible  customers.     If  Montana  Power 
Company  cuts  off  its  interruptible  load  this  would  save  only 
approximately  20  MW.     Montana  Power  Company  cannot  legally  use  the 
reserves  of  other  companies  in  the  event  of  deficiencies  caused 
by  inadequate  transmission.     Not  only  is  power  in  these  great 
quantities  not  available,  but  if  it  were  available,   it  may  be 
impossible  to  transmit  it  into  The  Montana  Power  Company  system 
because  the  transmission  lines  connecting  The  Montana  Power  Company 
system  to  other  systems  may  be  at  their  full  capacity  at  this  time. 
If  peak  deficiencies  of  204  MW ,  172  MW  or  337  M.W  occur,  it  may 
cause  the  entire  Western  United  States'  system  to  sag,  tripping 
other  lines  out  of  service,  causing  a  general  blackout.  If 
peak  deficiencies  of  204  MW,  172  MW  or  337  MW  occur,  Montana  Power 
Company • would  probably  have  to  attempt  a  drastic  curtailment  of 
service  on  its  own  system,  and  there  is  not  mandatory  plan  or 
provision  for  such  curtailment. 

In  short,  these  deficiencies,  or  risk  thereof,  such  as 
204  MW,  172  MW  or  337  MW,  are  of  such  serious  magnitude  that 
they  must  be  avoided.     The  only  feasible  way  to  avoid  these 
deficencies  is  to  issue  a  certificate  to  allow  construction  and 
completion  of  the  230  kV  double  circuit  transmission  line  here 
involved  which  was  part  of  The  Montana  Power  Company  energy 
planning  long  before  the  existence  of  the  Siting  Act. 


C .      Based  on  the  Immediate  Need  for  the  Facility. 

The  230  kV  double  circuit  line  here  involved  is  needed  to 
effectuate  the  full  and  reliable  operation  of  Colstrip  Units  1  |  2 
as  intended  by  the  Legislature  and  the  Siting  Act  as  discussed 
in  subpart  "A",  supra,  and  is  needed  to  avoid  serious  sizable 
power  deficiencies  and  effects  therefrom  as  discussed  in  subpart 
"B" ,  supra.     This  need  for  the  230  kV  double  circuit  line 
here  involved  and  a  certificate  authorizing  its  construction 
is  immediate,  considering  the  commercial  operation  schedule 
of  Colstrip  Units  1  §  2  and  the  construction  schedule  of  said 
transmission  line. 


11.  Comments,  EIS,  Colstrip  to  Broadview  230  kV  double  circuit 
transmission  line,  July  27,   1974,  page  3. 


Colstrip  Unit  1  is  scheduled  for  operation  in  April  of  1975 
and  full  commercial  operation  in  July,  1975.     The  230  kV  double 
circuit  line  here  involved  is  needed  to  reliably  transmit  the 
power  from  Unit  1  when  it  comes  into  commercial  operation  and 
therefore  said  line  should  be  completed  by  July  of  1975.  Based 
upon  Montana  Power  Company's  extensive  system  engineering  and 
based  upon  advice  of  other  outside  utility  experts  and  utility 
system  engineers,  the  applicants  first  wish  to  re-emphasize  the 
need  for  having  said  line  completed  when  Unit  1  is  in  commercial 
operation.     As  discussed  in  subpart  "B",  supra,  if  there  are 
problems  on  the  existing  transmission  after  Unit  1-  is  in 

commercial  operation  and  the  230  kV  double  circuit  line  here 
involved  is  not  completed,   there  are  sizable,  serious  problems. 
C.  T.  Main,  our  outside  engineering  consultant,  again  recently 
emphasized  that  prudent  utility  system  design  dictates  that  the 
said  230  kV  doable  circuit  line  be  completed  when  Unit  1  is  in 
commercial  opcrat ion . ^       If  said  230  double  circuit  line  is  not 
completed  when  Unit  1  is  on  line,  in  addition  to  having  an 
inadequate  transmission  system  and  risking  sizable  power  shortages, 
there  are  additional  costs  because  of  power  losses  due  to  excessive 
loading  of  existing  transmission.  Again,  these  are  passed  on 
to  tiie  public  as  part  of  this  period  of  inflation. 

Secondly,  Unit  2  is  scheduled  for  operation  in  April  of 
1976  and  full  commercial  operation  in  July,  1976.     The  2  30  kV 
double  circuit  line  here  involved  is  needed  to  transmit  the 
power  from  Unit  2.     Therefore,  said  line  should  be  completed 
by  April,  1976,  to  accommodate  testing  and  break-in  of  Unit  2 
and  must  be  completed  in  order  to  transmit  power  to  load  demands 
after  July,  19/6.     V.'hen  Unit  2  is  tested  and  being  broken  in, 
it  will  produce  electricity  which  must  be  transmitted  and 
although  it  could  probably  be  done  by  cutting  back  Unit  1  and 
replacing  power  on  existing  transmission  with  power  from  Unit  2, 
it  could  present  difficulties.     But  more  importantly,  we  cannot 
over  emphasize  the  need  to  have  this  line  completed  and  in 
full  operation  in  July,  1976,  when  Unit  2  will  be  in  full 
commercial  operation.     As  discussed  in  subpart  "B",  supra,  if 
said  line  is  not  in  operation  by  July,  1976,  there  will  be 
sizable,  critical  power  deficiencies.  _ 

In     considering    these  schedules  of  Colstrip  Units  1  §  2 , 
the  construction  scncdule  of  the  230  kV  double  circuit  line 
here  involved  should  be  reviewed. 


C.    1.  Main,   is  a  nationally  recognized  engineering  consulting 
firm  which  is  familiar  witfinnny  utility  systems  and  generally 
concludes  The  Montana  Power  Company  transmission  system  is 
comparatively  thin.     C.  T.  Main  emphasizes  the  need  to  complete 
said  230  kV  double  circuit  line  when  Unit  1  is  in  operation 
and  will  confirm  this  by  letter. 


Originally    before  the  effective  date  of  the  Siting  Act 

on  Apul  1     1974,  m  order  that  said  line  would  be  completed 
when  Unit  1  came  into  commercial  generation.     Therefore    'in  the 
application  and  petition  for  waiver  regarding  said  transmit™ 
line,  the  applicants  asked  that  constrictive!  said S  S~ 
on  or  before  April  1,  1974.  commence 

When  it  became  apparent  to  the  applicants  that  commencement 
of  construction  of  said  line  may  be  delayed  beyond  April  of  1974 
the  applicants  met  with  the  department,  and  the  depart?  agreed 
to  endeavor  to  have  its  recommendations  ready  for  the  Board'f 
June    1974,  meeting  so  that  the  Board  could  make  a  decision 
regarding  said  line  before  June  30,  1974  13    wher^imnn    JS  „  t 
revised  their  Anr-i  i   i     107/1      I    *     t  wnereupon,  the  applicants 

cnhi^t.J  f  .fP  '  1974 '  start  o£  construction  date  and 

submitted  to  the  department  a  critical  construction  schedule 
path  showing  construction  of  said  line  starting  July  1  1974 
f^jTf  COmpleted  Tin  F^ruary,  1976.     Unfortunately,  'with  this 
first  delay  moving  the  start  of  construction  to  July  1  1974 
said  transmission  would  not  be  completed  when  Unit  1  came  into 

ParT-C"    abo5eati°n'  which*J?-".  «  Pointed  out  in  this  sub- 
part    1  ,  above,  is  unacceptable. 

lev,  MoIeoJer»  obviously  there  is  further  delay  beyond  the  July  i 
III  '  °i".construc^on  which,  of  course,  further  aggravates 

the  problems  discussed  in  subpart  "B" ,  above.  io 

After  the  draft  EIS  was  issued  on  said  transmission  line, 
the  applicants  again  revised  the  construction  schedule  of  said 
line  which  schedule  indicates  that  if  construction  of  said  line 
were  to  commence  in  September  of  1  974,  it  would  be  completed  ±\i 
May  of  1976.     This,  of  course,  means  said  line  will  be  unavailable 
when  Unit  1  comes  into  commercial  operation  which  is  contrary 
to  the  intent  of  the  Legislature  and  the  Siting  Act  as  discussed 
in  subpart  "A",  above,  and  there  are  the  energy  shortage 
problems  as  discussed  in  subpart  "B",  above.     Moreover,  it 
appears  that  construction  of  said  line  may  not  commence  until 
the  end  of  October  which  means  said  line  would  not  be  completed 
until  about  July,  19  76,  when  Unit  2  will  be  in  commercial  operation. 
Based  on  a  construction  schedule  starting  at  the  end  of  October, 
1974,  even  if  any  further  minor  problems  or  delays  occurred, 
said  transmission  line  will  not  be  available  when  Unit  2  will  be 
in  operation.     This  would  simply  mean  a  drastic  energy  shortage 
as  discussed  in  subpart  "B",  above. 

The  construction  schedule  for  said  transmission  line  as 
illustrated  by  the  critical  path  diagrams  previously  submitted 
is  realistic. 


Agreement,  op  cit,  November  I.,  1973, 


Based  on  these  critical  path  diagrams,  the  overall  time 
necessary  to  complete  said  transmission  would  be  almost  20  months 
after  obtaining  a  certificate  to  construct.     However,  this  time 
schedule  could  actually  range  from  18-24  months.     If  all  rights 
of  way  were  obtained  and  everything  else  was  favorable,  actual 
construction  could  probably  be  completed  in  15  months.  These 
critical  path  schedules  are  further  substantiated  by  other 
utilities'  and  our  own  experience  with  constructing  other 
transmission  linos,  and  by  experienced  transmission  line  con- 
tractors and  consultants . 

Tom  Wagenhoffer,  manager  of  construction  for  BPA,  reviewed 
these  construction  schedules  this  week  and  concurred  that  based 
on  BPA's  experience,  15  months  for  actual  construction  was 
realistic.     Don  Davidson,  manager  of  transmission  engineering  for 
Portland  General  Electric,  also  said  this  week  that  based  on  Portland 
General  Electric' s  experience  with  constructing  similiar  steel- 
towered  transmission  lines  that  15  months  for  actual  construction 
is  reasonable.     Mr.  Davidson  said  Portland  General  Electric 
recently  constructed  157  miles  of  line  somewhat  similar  to 
the  line  here  involved  in  20  months  with  a  work  force  of  80  to 
100  men. 

The  Montana  Power  Company's  own  experience  with  wood-pole 
lines  also  supports  this  15  month  actual  construction  schedule. 

There  are  several  reasons  why  it  takes  time  to  build  a 
transmission  line  such  as  the  one  here  involved.     One  of  the  big 
problems  is  acquisition  of  right  of  way.     For  example,  right  of 
way  acquisition  commenced  on  the  Missoula-Hamilton  wood-pole 
161  kV  line  in  February,  1972,  and  not  until  17-1/2  months  later 
was  possession  of  right  of  way  obtained,  and  almost  3  years  after 
right  of  way  acquisition  started  this  Mis  soul  a -Hamilton  161  kV 
line  is  still  not  quite  complete.     On  the  Billings -Great  Falls 
230  kV  line  right  of  way  acquisition  began  about  2  years  ago  and 
there  are  still  19  landowners  who  have  not  granted  right  of  way. 

On  the  applicants  preferred  route  on  the  250  kV  double  circuit 
line  here  involved,  right  of  way  acquisition  commenced  August  25, 
1973,  and  intensively  continued  for  about  7  months.     Rights  of  way 
were  acquired  from  2  2  of  the  55  landowners .     There  are  189  landowners 
on  tire  corridor  proposed     by  tiie  department.     It  is  estimated 
that  it  would  take  approximately  11.6  months  to  attempt  to  acquire 
right  of  way  on  the  department's  route.     This  is  based  upon: 

190  hours  title  search  and  verification 

507  hours  personal  contact  (5  calls  per  landowner) 

900  hours  travel  time 

400  hours  paper  work 

205T  hours  =  257  days  =  11.6  months 

Condemnation  which  probably  would  require  three  months 
at  n  minimum  may  also  be  necessary.     Having  a  state  certificate 
of  need  may  help  but  condemnations  will  still  take  time.  it 
should  be  noted' that  this  right  of  way  experience  on  the  230  kV 


1 


double  circuit  line  here  involved  is  based  on  comparatively 
fair  and  generous  offers.     For  example,   full  market  value  of 
all  the  land  in  the  right  of  way,  plus  $100  per  tower  in  grazing 
land,  and  $300  per  tower  in  farming  land,  plus  damages  during 
construction  are  offered,  which  compares  to  6O-8O-5  of  market 
value  of  land  in  the  right  of  way  as  offered  by  Wisconsin 
Electric  Power  for  their  transmission  lines. 

A  lot  of  time  and  activity  is  required  even  before  right  of 
way  activity  can  commence ,  such  as: 


1. 

Permission  to  survey  and  gaining 

access . 

2. 

Aerial  survey  work  which  must  be 

done  before  snow- 

fall. 

3, 

Soil  testing. 

4. 

Core  drilling. 

5, 

Foundation  testing. 

6. 

Ground  inspections. 

7 

Transmitting  survey  information 

to  design  contractor. 

B, 

Preparation  of  maps.- 

9. 

Development  of  centerline. 

10. 

Approach  landowners. 

There  are  several  other  reasons  why  it  takes  time  to  construct 
a  transmission  line.     For  example,  there  is  a  lot  of  preconstruction 
activity  such  as  clearing,  road  work,  gate  construction,  foundation 
pouring,  etc.       Steel  towers  require  more  work  than  wood-pole 
structures  in  that  they  require  excavation,  pouring  concrete, 
assembling  and  erecting. 

Proper  receiving  and  distribution  of  materials  are  also 
important.     Some  of  the  materials  will  be  delivered  this  Fall  and 
they  should  be  distributed  to  the  construction  site  preferably  this 
Winter  when,  the  ground  is  frozen  to  avoid  damage  to  the  environment. 

One  of  the  critical  items  is  stringing  of  conductors,  which 
itself  requires  a  minimum  of  180  days.     The  four-bundle  conductors 
designed  to.  reduce  environmental  impact  which  will  be  used  on 
this  line  may  also  require  more  time  to  install.     Stringing  of  conduc 
requires  special  equipment  which  equipment  is  very  expensive  and 
of  limited  availability.  ■ 

There  are  also  several  problems  with  trying  to  expedite  the 
construction  schedules  as  set  forth  in  the  critical  path  charts. 
There  is  likely  to  be  greater  environmental  impact  because  of 
rushing  the  job  such  as  tearing  up  the  ground  when  trying  to  work 
during  rainy  weather.     Also,  stringing  of  the  conductors  is 
difficult  to  expedite.     With  one  operation  it  is  difficult  to 
string  more  than  three  miles  per  week  and  is  more  difficult  or 
impossible  in  extreme  weather .     This  would  mean  9  months  arc 
necessary  for  stringing  conductors  alone.     Two  or  more  wire 
stringing  operations  are  not  feasible  because  of  limited  availabi'lit) 
and  cost  of  equipment.     According  to  Merle  Harkness,  transmission 
engineer  for  C.  T.  Main,   the  availability  in  1975  of  two  tensions 
to  string  four  conductor  bundles  is  questionable.     Two  operations 
would  require  upwards  of  250  men  and  attracting  this  many  qualified 


workmen    to  this  job  In  Montana  is  unlikely.  Furthermore, 
qualified  contractors  are  not  apt  to  commit  their  equipment  and 
supervisors  to  about  55  miles  of  stcoi  towered  line  when  there 
arc  other  lines  to  construct,  and  one  contractor  would  not 
have  the  resources  or  supervisors  for  two  concurrent  operations. 

An  accelerated  schedule  based  on  a  60  hour  or  more  week 
increase  labor  costs  substantially  and  records  indicate  excessive 
overtime  produces  diminishing  productivity.     It  is  estimated 
that  increased  labor  costs     on  an  accelerated  schedule  would  be 
approximately  2.5  million  dollars  which  costs  are  passed  on  to 
the  public. 

In  summary  there  are  several  reasons  why  it  takes  time  to 
construct  a  transmission  line  like  the  one  here  involved,  and 
further,  there  are  several  problems  and  impossiblities  with 
trying  to  expedite  the  construction  schedules  as  shown  on  our 
critical  path  diagrams,  and,  finally,  there  are  also  factors 
which  may  lengthen  the  construction  schedules  as  shown  on  our 
critical  path  diagrams.     For  example,  excessive  bad  weather, 
delay  in  material  deliveries,  labor  problems  and  further  litigation. 
Any  changes  in  location  or  design  as  proposed  by  the  applicants 
or  restrictive  conditions  in  the  certificate,  would,  of  course, 
add  substantial  further  delay.     Time  is  running  out  and  the  harm 
and  risks  are  grreat- 

Respectfully  submitted, 


THE  MONTANA  POWER  COMPANY 


PUGET  SOUND  POWER  AND  LIGNT  COMPANY 

fl- 
oated this  "2l:      day  of  September,  1974. 


II 


BEFORE  THE  BOARD  OF 
NATURAL  RESOURCES  AND  CONSERVATION 
STATE  OF  MONTANA 


IN  THE  MATTER  OF  THE  HEARING 

ON  WAIVERS  AND  HEARING  ON 

THE  APPLICATION  FOR  CERTIFICATE 

OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  COMPATIBILITY 

AND  PUBLIC  NEED  FOR  THE  COLSTRIP 

TO  BROADVIEW  230  KV  DOUBLE  CIRCUIT 

TRANSMISSION  LINE 


NOTICE  OF  HEARING 


TO:    ALL  PARTIES  TO  CERTIFICATION  PROCEEDING 

1.  On  November  7,  1974,  at  9:00  a.m.  the  Board  of  Natural  Resources 
and  Conservation  shall  hold  a  hearing  in  the  Library  Auditorium,  Eastern 
Montana  College,  Billings,  Montana,  to  consider  the  applications  for  waiver 
of  the  time  requirements  of  section  6  and,  to  the  extent  necessary,  of  the 
provisions  of  sections  7  through  11  of  the  Montana  Utility  Siting  Act,  and  to 
consider  the  application  for  Certificate  of  Environmental  Compatibility  and 
Public  Need  for  the  Colstrip  to  Broadview  230  KV  double  circuit  transmission 

1  i  ne . 

2.  The  hearing  will  be  presided  over  and  conducted  by  Joseph  W.  Sabol , 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation. 

3.  The  contested  case  procedures  of  the  Montana  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  [82-4201  to  82-4225,  R.C.M.  1947]  shall  apply  to  the  hearing,  except  that 
neither  common  law  nor  statutory  rules  of  evidence  shall  apply.    All  repetitive, 
redundant  or  irrelevant  testimony  shall  be  excluded. 

4.  All  parties  to  the  certification  proceeding  have  the  right  to  be 
represented  by  legal  counsel. 

5.  All  parties  to  the  certification  proceeding  are  requested  to  file  a 
notice  of  intention  to  participate  at  the  hearing  by  filing  their  name  and 
affiliation  with  the  Hearings  Coordinator,  Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Conservation,  32  South  Ewing,  Helena,  Montana.    Thejjafice  should  be  received 
by  the  Department  prior  to  Monday,  November  4, 


Date 


i 


